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REMARKS 

Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The examiner points out that it is not clear 
how the bead 15 works in the desired manner, or even how it works. 

Responsive to this, applicant amends claim 1 and respectfully recites the 
description of lines 2 to 6, page 4 in the specification which describes the different 
depths of the first and second notches and the relationship of the first and second 
notches and the beads: 

"A depth of each of the first notches 14 is defined such that the bead 15 is 
partially received in the fist notches 14 and the bead 15 is located at a joint surface of 
the connection member 2 and the mediate member 1 as shown in Fig. 3. A depth of 
each of the second notches 22 is defined such that the bead 15 is completely received 
in the second notch 22 as shown in Fig. 3." 

At this position in Fig. 3, the mill member (3) cannot be rotated because the 
beads are located across the joint surface of the connection member (2) connected to 
the mill member (3) and the mediate member (1). Because the blocks (23) on the 
connection member (2) are engaged with the engaging recesses (33) of the mill 
member (3), and the mill member (3) can only be rotated when the connection 
member (2) connected to the mill member (3) is rotatable relative to the mediate 
member (2). Therefore, when the beads (15) are located at the joint surface of the 
connection member (2) connected to the mill member (3) and the stationary mediate 
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member (1) as shown in Figs. 3 and 4, the connection member (2) connected to the 
mill member (3) cannot be rotated relative to the mediate member (1) because the 
beads (15) are partially received in the first notches (14) of the mediate member (1). 

On the contrary, a depth of each of the second notches (22) is defined such 
that the bead (15) located between the connection member (2) connected to the mill 
member (3') and the mediate member (1) can be completely received in the second 
notch (22) in the connection member (2) connected to the mill member (3') as shown 
in Fig. 3. As disclosed in Fig. 3, the beads (15) can be completely received in the 
second notches (22) in connection member (2) connected to the mill member (3'). 
This means that the beads (15) are not located at the joint surface of the connection 
member (2) connected to the mill member (3') and the mediate member (1), so that 
when the user holds the mediate member (1) or the mill member (3), the mill member 
(3') can rotated relative to the mediate member (1). 

When put the combination up-side-down as shown in Fig. 5, the beads 
located between the connection member (2) connected to the mill member (3') and 
the mediate member (1) are partially received in the first notches (14) in the mediate 
member (10) and the second notches (22) of the connection member (2) connected to 
the mill member (3'), the beads block the rotation of the connection member (2) 
connected to the mill member (3'). On the contrary, the beads (15) located between 
the connection member (2) connected to the mill member (3) and the mediate 
member (1) are completely received in the second notches (22) of the connection 
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member (2) connected to the mill member (3), so that the mill member (3) can be 
rotated relative to the mediate member (1). 



The relationship of the beads and the first and second notches are clearly 



disclosed in Figs. 4 and 5, and the different depths of the first and second notches are 
well defined in the specification. Accordingly, the applicant respectfully submits that 
the rejections under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph should be removed, and the claims 
1-3 should be allowable. 



In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicant submits that 



the application is now in a condition for allowance and such action is respectfully 
requested. If any points remain in issue, which the Examiner feels could best be 
resolved by either a personal or a telephone interview, he is urged to contact 
Applicant's attorney at the exchange listed below. 

This Amendment was prepared by Applicant, and is being submitted 
without substantive change by the undersigned Attorney. 



Rosenberg, Klein & Lee 
Suite 101 

3458 Ellicott Center Drive 
Ellicott City, MD 21043 
(410)465-6678 



Respectfully submitted, 

For Rosenberg Klein and Lee 




David I. Klein 
Registration No. 33,253 
Dated: <Z I j / d f 
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